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decision will have a greater impact on agency decision-making. For example, if a panel can review only assessments referred to it by an agency, some agency decisions might not benefit from independent review of their scientific basis. This is especially likely if an agency has decided not to regulate. Such a decision may have considerable impact and should receive the same careful review as decisions to regulate. In addition, panels with the authority to request reviews can respond to suggestions for review from the public.
*  Although most requirements of the Federal Advisory Committee Act are salutary, others may inhibit agency use of review panels.
The Committee believes that most provisions of the Act are beneficial and endorses such provisions as the requirement that advisory committees meet in public and provide advance notice of their meetings. However, the Act does impose requirements, some burdensome, for agency-created bodies that meet the definition of advisory committee. Notably, the Act requires that an advisory committee be formally chartered by an agency head and approved by the General Services Administration. This procedure has often proved cumbersome. Some agencies, such as FDA, lack independent chartering authority and thus require approval at the departmental level.  In addition, procedures used by the General Services Administration for screening new committees have often imposed long delays, sometimes inspired by political concerns about committee membership or by resistance to the creation of new government "agencies." These legal requirements of the Act have caused some agencies to seek other ways of obtaining the views of scientific experts, especially when the issues involve single chemicals or tests. In such cases, regulators often confine their consultations to government scientists, who can be accessible immediately and, if necessary, for extended periods.
*  Written reviews help to ensure agency consideration of scientific criticism.
A summary of a panel's review that is transmitted in written form and made available to the public will help to avoid confusion and to ensure agency consideration of the panel's comments. As mentioned earlier, in the absence of adequate mechanisms to ensure agency consideration of reviewers1 comments, the comments might be